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the requirements of sections 160–165 of
the Clean Air Act.

(c) The State of Colorado has clari-
fied the generalized language contained
in the Colorado Air Quality Control
Regulations on the use of ‘‘applicable
air quality models.’’ In a letter to
Douglas M. Skie, EPA, dated May 19,
1989, Bradley J. Beckham, Director of
the Air Pollution Control Division
stated:

* * * All PSD permits reviewed by the Di-
vision will use the revised modeling guide-
line mentioned above [Guideline on Air Qual-
ity Models (Revised), EPA 450/2–78–027R in-
cluding Supplement A (July 1987)] for deter-
mining if the air quality models, data bases,
and other requirements are generally ap-
proved by EPA. Any future revisions (includ-
ing appendices or supplement) will be incor-
porated into the Division’s protocol for re-
viewing modeling for PSD permits.

[51 FR 31126, Sept. 2, 1986, and 52 FR 4622,
Feb. 13, 1987, as amended at 52 FR 22638, June
15, 1987; 54 FR 27881, July 3, 1989; 57 FR 27000,
June 17, 1992; 59 FR 42506, Aug. 18, 1994; 62 FR
2914, Jan. 21, 1997; 62 FR 13336, Mar. 20, 1997]

§ 52.344 Visibility protection.

(a) A revision to the SIP was sub-
mitted by the Governor on December
21, 1987, for visibility general plan re-
quirements, monitoring, and long-term
strategies.

(b) The Visibility NSR regulations
are approved for industrial source cat-
egories regulated by the NSR and PSD
regulations which have previously been
approved by EPA. However, Colorado’s
NSR and PSD regulations have been
disapproved for certain sources as list-
ed in 40 CFR 52.343(a)(1). The provisions
of 40 CFR 52.26 and 52.28 are hereby in-
corporated and made a part of the ap-
plicable plan for the State of Colorado
for these sources.

[50 FR 28553, July 12, 1985, as amended at 52
FR 45137, Nov. 24, 1987; 53 FR 30431, Aug. 12,
1988; 53 FR 48539, Dec. 1, 1988; 59 FR 51379,
Oct. 11, 1994]

§ 52.345 Stack height regulations.

The State of Colorado has committed
to revise its stack height regulations
should EPA complete rulemaking to
respond to the decision in NRDC v.
Thomas, 838 F. 2d 1224 (DC Cir. 1988). In
a letter to Mr. Douglas M. Skie, EPA,
dated May 9, 1988, Bradley J. Beckham,

Director of the Colorado Air Pollution
Control Division stated:

* * * We are submitting this letter to allow
EPA to continue to process our current SIP
submittal with the understanding that if
EPA’s response to the NRDC remand modi-
fied the July 8, 1985, regulations, EPA will
notify the state of the rules that must be
changed to comply with the EPA’s modified
requirements. The State of Colorado agrees
to make appropriate changes.

[54 FR 24340, June 7, 1989]

§ 52.346 Air quality monitoring re-
quirements.

In a letter and submittal dated July
7, 1993, from the Governor of Colorado
to the EPA Region VIII Administrator,
the State submitted a revised Air Qual-
ity Monitoring State Implementation
Plan. The plan was adopted by the
State on March 18, 1993, and completely
replaces the previous version of the Air
Quality Monitoring plan as identified
at 40 CFR 52.320 (c)(17). The revisions
updated the plan to bring it into con-
formance with the Federal require-
ments for air quality monitoring as
found in 40 CFR part 58. The State
commits to meet these Federal re-
quirements.

[58 FR 49435, Sept. 23, 1993]

§ 52.347 [Reserved]

§ 52.348 Emission inventories.
(a) The Governor of the State of Col-

orado submitted the 1990 carbon mon-
oxide base year emission inventories
for the Colorado Springs, Denver/
Longmont, and Fort Collins nonattain-
ment areas on December 31, 1992, as a
revision to the State Implementation
Plan (SIP). The Governor submitted re-
visions to the Colorado Springs and
Fort Collins inventories by a letter
dated March 23, 1995. The Governor
submitted revisions to the Denver/
Longmont inventory by letters dated
July 11, 1994, and October 21, 1994. The
inventories address emissions from
point, area, on-road mobile, and non-
road sources. These 1990 base year car-
bon monoxide inventories satisfy the
requirements of section 187(a)(1) of the
Clean Air Act for each of these non-
attainment areas.

(b) On September 16, 1997, the Gov-
ernor of Colorado submitted the 1993
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Carbon Monoxide Periodic Emission In-
ventories for Colorado Springs, Denver,
Fort Collins, and Longmont as revi-
sions to the Colorado State Implemen-
tation Plan. These inventories address
carbon monoxide emissions from sta-
tionary point, area, non-road mobile,
and on-road mobile sources.

(c) On September 16, 1997, the Gov-
ernor of Colorado submitted the 1990
Carbon Monoxide Base Year Emission
Inventory for Greeley as a revision to
the Colorado State Implementation
Plan. This inventory addresses carbon
monoxide emissions from stationary
point, area, non-road, and on-road mo-
bile sources.

[61 FR 67469, Dec. 23, 1996, as amended at 63
FR 38089, July 15, 1998; 64 FR 11782, Mar. 10,
1999]

§ 52.349 Control strategy: Carbon mon-
oxide.

(a) Revisions to the Colorado State
Implementation Plan, Carbon Mon-
oxide Redesignation Request and Main-
tenance Plan for Greeley, as adopted
by the Colorado Air Quality Control
Commission on September 19, 1996,
State effective November 30, 1996, and
submitted by the Governor on Sep-
tember 16, 1997.

(b) On June 25, 1996, the Governor of
Colorado submitted a revision to the
Colorado Springs element of the carbon
monoxide (CO) portion of the Colorado
State Implementation Plan (SIP). The
revision to the Colorado Springs ele-
ment was submitted to satisfy certain
requirements of part D and section 110
of the Clean Air Act (CAA) as amended
1990. The revision substitutes Colo-
rado’s oxygenated gasoline program for
the Colorado Springs bus purchase pro-
gram as a source of emissions reduc-
tions credits in the Colorado Springs
CO element of the SIP. This revision
removes the bus purchase program
from the EPA-approved SIP. EPA
originally approved the bus purchase
program as part of the Colorado
Springs CO element of the SIP on De-
cember 12, 1983 (48 FR 55284).

(c) Revisions to the Colorado State
Implementation Plan, Carbon Mon-
oxide Redesignation Request and Main-
tenance Plan for Colorado Springs, as
adopted by the Colorado Air Quality
Control Commission on January 15,

1998, State effective March 30, 1998, and
submitted by the Governor on August
19, 1998.

(d) Revisions to the Colorado State
Implementation Plan, Carbon Mon-
oxide Redesignation Request and Main-
tenance Plan for Longmont, as adopted
by the Colorado Air Quality Control
Commission on December 18, 1997,
State effective March 2, 1998, and sub-
mitted by the Governor on August 19,
1998.

[64 FR 11782, Mar. 10, 1999, as amended at 64
FR 17105, Apr. 8, 1999; 64 FR 46288, Aug. 25,
1999; 64 FR 51701, Sept. 24, 1999]

Subpart H—Connecticut
§ 52.369 Identification of plan—Condi-

tional approval.
(a) Elements of the I/M revision to

the State Implementation Plan sub-
mitted by the Connecticut Department
of Environmental Protection on June
24, 1998 which address the following
sections of the I/M regulation are con-
ditionally approved: Network Type and
Program Evaluation—40 CFR 51.353,
Waivers and Compliance Via Diag-
nostic Inspection—40 CFR 51.360, Mo-
torist Compliance Enforcement Pro-
gram Oversight—40 CFR 51.362, Quality
Assurance—40 CFR 51.363, Enforcement
Against Contractors, Stations and In-
spectors—40 CFR 51.364, Public Infor-
mation and Consumer Protection—40
CFR 51.368, Compliance with Recall No-
tices—40 CFR 51.370, and On-road Test-
ing—40 CFR 51.371. If Connecticut fails
to submit SIP revisions to meet these
conditions by July 1, 1999 at the latest,
the conditional approval of these sec-
tions of the Enhanced I/M SIP will
automatically convert to a disapproval
as explained under § 110(k) of the Clean
Air Act.

(b) EPA is also approving this I/M
SIP revision under § 110(k) of the Clean
Air Act for its strengthening effect on
the plan. The I/M SIP shall remain an
enforceable SIP requirement even if
Connecticut fails to meet the condi-
tions set forth in § 369(a).

(c) Elements of the revision to the
State Implementation Plan submitted
by the Connecticut Department of En-
vironmental Protection on January 5,
1994 which establish reasonably avail-
able control technology requirements
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